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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-20 have been examined and rejected. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to for the following reasons. Corrected drawing sheets in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of 
the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header 
(as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes 
are not accepted by the Examiner, the Applicants will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 

2-1. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(5) because they 
do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the description: 
(a) Step 21, as described at pages 8-9. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities. Appropriate 
correction is required. 
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3-1. The specification is inconsistent with the drawing of FIG. 1. at page 5 including "input 
and output devices 10b", "processing unit 10a", "test computer 12", "portable boot drive 12", 
and "Frame 18" 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 2-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

5-1 . Claim 2 recites the limitation "the master image computer" in line 9 of the claim. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

5-2. Claim 12 recites the limitation "the master image computer" in line 9 of the claim. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

5-3. Claims not specifically rejected above are rejected as being dependent on a rejected 
claim. 

Recommendations 

6. Claim 1 recites the limitations "the master computer" in line 18 of the claim. For 
clarification purposes, the Examiner suggests that "the master computer" be replaced with "the 
master image computer". 
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7. Claim 2 recites the limitations "the master computer" in lines 15 and 27 of the claim. For 
clarification purposes, the Examiner suggests that "the master computer" be replaced with "the 
master image computer". 

8. Claim 12 recites the limitations "the master computer" in line 17 of the claim. For 
clarification purposes, the Examiner suggests that "the master computer" be replaced with "the 
master image computer". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Critz et al., U.S. 
Patent 6,553,432 Bl issued April 22, 2003, and filed October 26, 1999. 

10-1. Regarding claim 1, Critz et al. disclose a method for testing software on a test computer 
having a base configuration, comprising the steps of: 

storing the base configuration of the test computer on a portable boot drive of the test 
computer (column 2, line 48 to column 3, line 5, column 5, lines 18-44); 

transferring the portable boot drive of the preceding step from the test computer to a 
master image computer (column 6, line 64 to column 7, line 15); 
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creating a master image of the base configuration by copying an image from the portable 
boot drive to storage of the master image computer (column 11, lines 3-14); 

transferring the portable boot drive back to the test computer (column 10, lines 1 1-39); 

executing one or more tests on the test computer (columns 10-11); 

copying the master image of the base configuration onto a portable boot drive (columns 

9- 11); 

transferring the portable boot drive of the preceding step from the master computer to the 
test computer; and booting the test computer from the portable boot drive, thereby restoring the 
test computer to the base configuration (columns 8-11). 

10- 2. Regarding claim 2, Critz et al. disclose a method of testing computer software on a test 
computer having a base configuration, comprising the steps of: 

storing data representing the base configuration of the test computer on a portable boot 
drive of the test computer (column 2, line 48 to column 3, line 5, column 5, lines 18-44); 

creating a master image of the base configuration by copying an image of the portable 
boot drive to storage of the master image computer (column 2, line 48 to column 3, line 5, 
column 5, lines 18-44); 

testing the computer software on the test computer, using the base configuration 
(columns 9-11); 

copying the master image of the base configuration onto a portable boot drive (column 8, 
line 62 to column 9, line 11, column 9, lines 30-39); 
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transferring the portable boot drive of the preceding step from the master computer to the 
test computer; and booting the test computer from the portable boot drive, thereby restoring the 
test computer to the base configuration (columns 8-11). 

10-3. Regarding claim 3, Critz et al. further disclose wherein the storing step is performed with 
the same portable boot drive as the transferring step (column 10, lines 1 1-39, lines 48-56). 
10-4. Regarding claim 4, Critz et al. further disclose wherein the creating step is performed by 
transferring a portable boot drive from the test computer to the master computer (column 7, lines 
17-42). 

1 0-5. Regarding claim 5, Critz et al. further disclose wherein the creating step is performed by 
communicating the image of the portable boot drive over a network from the test computer to the 
master computer (column 12, lines 25-35). 

10-6. Regarding claim 6, Critz et al. further disclose wherein the testing or driving step 
comprises installing new software onto the test computer (column 9, lines 29-33). 
10-7. Regarding claim 7, Critz et al. further disclose comprising the steps of repeating the 
testing, transferring, and booting steps (column 9, lines 33-38). 

10-8. Regarding claim 8, Critz et al. further disclose wherein the copying step (Master-Slave) is 
performed prior to or during, the testing step (column 9, lines 2-11, column 11, lines 15-25). 
1 0-9. Regarding claim 9, Critz et al. further disclose wherein the copying step is repeated for a 
batch of portable boot drives (booting sequence) (columns 10-12). 

10-10. Regarding claim 10, Critz et al. further disclose wherein the storing and creating steps are 
repeated for a number of base configurations of the test computer, and the copying step is 
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performed by selecting one of the number of base configurations (columns 9 and 1 1, for creating 
a Master sequence and a lower drive sequence for a Slave process). 

10-11. Regarding claim 11, Critz et al. further disclose wherein the testing step is performed by 
using software already part of the base configuration (column 2, line 48 to column 3, line 5). 
10-12. Regarding claim 12, Critz et al. disclose a method of testing computer software, using 
one or more alternate base configurations of a test computer, comprising the steps of: 

storing data representing one or more base configurations of the test computer on 
portable boot drives of the test computer (column 2, line 48 to column 3, line 5, column 5, lines 
18-44); 

creating a master image of each base configuration by copying an image of each portable 
boot drive to storage of the master image computer (column 2, line 48 to column 3, line 5, 
column 5, lines 18-44); 

testing or executing the computer software on the test computer, using one of the base 
configurations (columns 9-11); 

selecting a base configuration for subsequent testing of the test computer; copying a 
master image of the selected base configuration onto a portable boot drive; transferring the 
portable boot drive of the preceding step from the master computer to the test computer (column 
10, lines 40-58); and 

booting the test computer from the portable boot drive, thereby configuring the test 
computer with the selected base configuration (columns 9-11). 
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10-13. Regarding claim 13, Critz et al. further disclose wherein each base configuration 
represents a configuration for a different operating system of the test computer (column 2, line 
48 to column 3, line 5). 

10-14. Regarding claim 14, Critz et al further disclose wherein the storing step is performed 
with the same portable boot drive as the transferring step (for a selecting of device and device 
drive (column 9, lines 30-39, lines 53-58, column 10, lines 11-39). 
10-15. Regarding claims 15-19, Critz et al. further disclose wherein the creating step is 
performed by transferring a portable boot drive from the test computer to the master computer, 
communicating the image of the portable boot drive over a network from the test computer to the 
master computer (columns 11-12), installing new software onto the test computer (column 8-9). 
repeating the testing, transferring, and booting steps or during the testing step to drive the 
components or modules (column 9, line 59 to column 10, line 10, column 10, lines 40-58, for 
example). 

10-16. Regarding claim 20, Critz et al. further disclose wherein the testing step is performed by 
using software already part of the base configuration (columns 11-12). 

Conclusion 

11. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure. 

Reference to Meyer et al., U.S. Patent 6,317,845 Bl issued November 13, 2001, is cited 
as disclosing a computer recovery system. 
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Reference to Pearce et al., U.S. Patent 6,484,308 Bl issued November 19, 2002, is cited 
as disclosing a method for ensuring data integrity on a removable hard drive. 
1 2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Herng-der Day whose telephone number is (571) 272-3777. The 
Examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 - 17:30. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist: (571) 272-2100. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Kamini S. Shah can be reached on (571) 272-2279. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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